
Pttsident Johnson's Answers to the Arti¬
cles of Impea; hment

REPLICATION OF THE HOUSE MANAGERS.

Hot Haste of the Radicals to Pro¬
ceed With the Trial.

Washington, March 2n, iso«.
Impeachment.Scene In the Uallei-ieu.

The Impeachment show, as a rush and a high
priced entertainment to be scon at any cost, proved
a failure to-day. There was no breakneck flurry
after tickets; members of Congress distributed those
they received quietly among their female relatives,
and as a consequence the audience was decorous,
waa seven-eights feminine, and was fashionably ob¬
servant of the latest sensation. Impeachment, in
fact, has become a bore. The only attraction
that seems to draw a crowd Is the array of showy
dresses and fluttering fans In the galleries, which
might be likened to parterres or flower beds agitate^
by a gentle breeze. This it might be worth fifty
cents or so to see, for one has to visit a theatre or
such like institution to Bee so much grouping
of color aad so many pretty faces. This,
of course, is from a masculine point of
view. Among the ladies it was difficult to
determine whether It afforded ariy greater interest
than a lecture on the primeval condition of the races.
No one fell asleep, it Is true, but many faces be¬
tokened an unmistakeable expression of ennui, und
when the symptom betrayed Itself that counsel on
either side were at the end of their tether, there was
a very general disposition on the part of
the audicnce to betake themselves homeward.
Ben Wade takes a sensible view of the
whole affair when he says that in a few
days the thing will become like an old fashioned case
of litigation in the courts, which, for the first few
days, will be attended by everybody, because every¬
body thinks it is something he onght to see, but as

nothing turns up worth wasting the time to wait fpr
the crowd diminishes and leaves the matter to the
eonnscl, Judge and jury. To-morrow tickets will bo
at a discount, and It is to be supposed the flower
beds, or in other words the galleries, will be culled of
their choicest flowers to-day.
Meeting of the Manngere.The Replication

Resolved Upon.
A portion of the Board of Managers of Impeach¬

ment on the part of the House of Representatives
met this evening at the rooms of Mr. John A. Bing¬
ham, chairman of the Board, to consider the form
and details of the replication to be presented to the
Senate to-morrow at one o'clock, in reply to the
answers of the President. The following is the re¬
plication at this time determined upon:.
By the House of Representatives of the United States

to the answer and plea of Andrew Johnson, Presi¬
dent of the United States, to the articles of im-

Seachment exhibited against him by the said
louse of Representatives:

TheHonse of Representatives, having considered
the answer and plea of Andrew Johnson, President
or the Lnited States, to the articles or impeachment
against htm by them exhibited in the

of themselves und or all the people
e U^ert. hlute3- reP'y that the said Andrew

Johnson, President or the United States, is guilty of
nipri crimes and misdemeanors, in manner and form
as charged against him as uforessld, anything in his
answers to the contrary notwithstanding: and this
the House of Representatives is ready to make good
when the Senate is ready to hear.
The Board ofManagers will meet in full ses.iion to¬

morrow morning at ten o'clock, when the replica¬
tion will be finally acted upon. Several special
averments will then be considered, but It is not cer¬
tain that they will be Incorporated in the replica¬
tion, as It is considered that a general replication is
all that will be necessary.

It is now understood that Mr. Butler will lead off
the argument on behalf of the House of Representa¬
tives.

Judge Blnck and the President.
The absence of Judge Black's name from the

answer or the President to the articles of impeach¬
ment presented to the Senate to-day has given rise to
a variety of speculations as to this rather strange and
unexpected phase of the question on the side of the
President. The statements that Judge Black und
the President had quarrelled are unauthorised.
It is known that the Judge accords with the gen¬
eral line of defence mapped out, though he docs not
coincide exactly with some of the details. The
Judge, it appears, is determined to Insist upon the
position he has assumed, and it is now extremely
doubtful whether he will appear In the trial at all,
unless some concessions arc made to the line or
operations which he lias laid out.
Uenerala Hancock and Gordon Granger Br.

fore the Impeachment ^lanngcr*.
Major General Hancock and Major General Cordon

Granger were before the Impeachment Managers to¬

day. They were separately Interrogated as to any con¬
versations they had had with the President respecting
military matters. The ronncr was especially asked
the reason of his coming to Washington by order
of the President. He stated that he had previously
asked to1>e relieved Irom the command of the Fifth
Military Department, and to be sent to St. Louis to
await orders, and that the President desired to con¬
verse wit h him on that subject and on the state of
affairs In Louisiana. The President had said nothing
to him apart from these matters, nor had the l'resl-
dent yet determined to relieve him from his present
command.
Movements of the President During the Day.
The President has spent the great portion or to¬

day In company with one of his secretaries engaged
In business of a private nature. Until twelve o'clock
he was in conference with his counsel, Messrs. .stan-
bery, Evarts, Curtis and Black, when the answer to
be rendered to the summons or the Court of Im¬
peach was read, and everything put In readi¬
ness for the commencement of the trial.
After the departure of the President's conn-
ael ho granted Interviews to Secretary McCulloch
and several gentlemen who were waiting to see htm.
These visitors having been attended to the President
retired from his ofllee, and cave directions to the
¦sher that he would bo unable to see any one else to¬

day. Ho then proceeded to the Secretary's room,
where he spent the remainder or the afternoon.
At eight o'clock this evening the President held

another levee. The parlors or the White nouse
were more crowded this eveulng than at
any previous occasion this season. All of
the Cabinet omeers, a large representation
of the Foreign Ministers, a great numt>er of army
and navy officers, Senators and Representatives, anil
. perfect host of citizens generally, were present.
Weneral Hancock was present In uniform and stopped
during the evening In the reception room, it is
thought that the levee on Monday night next will be
the last of the season.

THE HIGH COURT OF IMPEACHMENT.

Trial of President Andrew Johnson,
Charged with High Crimes

and Misdemeanors.

Hrroml I»ay'« Prorrnllni*.
unitki) NTATKX SKNATK flWAMBF.R, I

Washington, March as, !>«>«. |
At one oVIork the Chief Jnatlce entered the senate

chamber by a hIiIo door to tlio iofi. or the Chair and
called the Senate to order.
The Her.ieant-at-Artns matin ttio Mnnl proclama¬

tion commanding silcnoe, whereupon flic Manager*
appeared at ttie door.
The .SerffMnt-at-Arm* annonncjsl ihn Maangem of

tla» Impeachment on the part of the Monre of ltepre-
m>ihai ivch, and the Chief Jt stick auiri:.Tiic M.int-
Ifers will take the lent* aligned to thetn lij the
Beiiite.
Met sin, Rinstham and Bonttrtl led th" war tip Mie

Malta and took tholr aval*. In tho meantime Meppfcs.
Hturit>«>rjr. t'nrtl\ Nciaon, JJv.Tft and tlroeslxmi?,

.! if. u»; Trcii *'i lite. »l .i.iu d then:-

¦elves at their tableln the order named, Mr. 8Un-
bery occupying the extreme right.
The Sorgeantrat-Arma then annoonced the House

of Representative*, and the members of the House
appeared headed by Mr. Washburne on the arm of
Mr. McPherson, Clerk of the House, and took their
seats outside the bar by direction of the Chief Jus.
Uce, and the Secretary of the Senate then read the
minutes of the proceedings of Friday, the 13th Inst.
Mr. Doollttle was called by the Clerk, and came

forward and took the oath.
Senator Davis, (dem.) of Ky., said:.Mr. Chief Jus¬

tice.I rise to make the same proposition to this
court that I made to the Senate. I tlilnk that now
Is the appropriate time, before the Senate proceeds
to take up the case. 1 therefore submit to the court
a motion in writing.
The Secretary read as follows:.

l,av'8i a member of the Senate In the Court
of Impeachment, moves the court to take tills
order.that the constitution having Invested the
senate with the sole power to try articles of Impeach¬
ment of the President of the United States preferred
bv the House of Representatives, and, having pro¬
vided that the Senate shall be composed of two
Senators from each state, to be choseu by the Legis¬
lature thereof: and the States of Virginia, North
Carolina, south Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Missis¬
sippi, Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana ami Florida hav¬
ing each chosen two Senators, who have beeu ex¬
cluded from their seats respectively, ordered that
the Court of impeachment for the trial of the Presi¬
dent cannot be legally and constitutionally formed
while the Senators from the States aforesaid are thus
excluded from the Senate, and which objection con¬
tinues until Senators from these States are permitted
to take their seats by the Senute, subject to all con-
sill utlonal exceptions and objections to their return
and qualillcatlous severally.
Senator Howard, (rep.) of Mich..Mr. President
The Chief Justice.The question must be decided

without debate.
Senator Howard.1 object to the receiving of tho

paper.
Senator Confers.I desire to submit a motion

which will meet the case. I move that the motion
be not received, upon which I call for the yeas and
nays.
Senator nowE, (rep.) of Wis..I rise to submit a

question of order.
Tho Chief Justice.Tho Senator will state his

point of order.
Senator Howe.I would ask if the motion offered

by the Senator from Kentucky be in order?
The Chief Justice.The motion comes before the

Senute in the form of a motion submitted, made by a
member of the Senate sitting as a Court of Impeach¬
ment. The twenty-third rule requires that all the
orders and decisions shall be made and had by yeas
and nays, which shall be entered on the record and
without debate, subject, however, to the operation
of rule seven. The seventh rule requires the presiding
officer to, In the first instance, submit to the Senate
without admission all questions of evidence in inci¬
dental questions; but the same shall, on demand of
one-fifth of the members present, be decided by yeas
and nays. The'question, then, being on a proposi¬
tion submitted by a Senator under the twenty-third
rule, it is in order.
Mr. Conness, (rep.) of Cal..Mr. President, is the

motion submitted by me in order?
Chief Justice.No, sir.
The call for the yeas and nays was ordered, and

they were called, Messrs. Davis and McCreery only
voting "aye." Messrs. Saulsbury, Bayard and Wade
did not vote. So the motion was not agreed to.

THE PRESIDENT'S ANSWER.
Mr. Stanbery then rose and said:.Mr. Chief Jna-

tlce, in obedience to an order of this honorable
court, made at the last session, that the answer of
the President should be filed to-day, wo have It.
ready. The counsel for the President, abandoning
all other business, some of us quitting our courts,
our cases and our clients, have devoted every
hour to the consideration of this case. The
labor has been incessant. We have devoted,
as I say, not only every hour ordinarily devoted to

business, but many required for necessary rest and
recreation have been consumed In it. It Is a matter
of regret that the court did not allow us more time
for preparation; nevertheless we hope that the
answer will be found In all respects sulllclent, such
as It Is. We are now ready to read and file It.
Mr. Curtis proceeded to read tho auswer as fol¬

lows:.
In the Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court
of Impeachnaent for the trial of Andrew Johnson,
President, of the I'nited States. The answer of the
said Andrew Johnson, President of the United
States, to the alleles of impeachment exhibited
against him by the House of Representatives of
the rolled States:.
Answer to Article 1.For answer to the first article

he says that Edwin M. Stanton was appointed Secre¬
tary for the Department or War on the 15th day of
January. A. 1>. lSfi^ by Abraham Lincoln, then Presl-
dent of the i'nited States during the first term of his
Presidency, and was commissioned, according to the
constitution and the laws of the United States, to
hold the said office during the pleasure of the Presl-
dent: that the office for Secretary for the Department
of War was created by an act of the First Congress in
Its first session, passed on the 7th day of August,
A. D. 178P, and in and by that act It was provided
and enacted that the said Secretary for the Depart¬
ment of War shall perforin and execute such duties
as shall from time to time be enjoined on nnd en¬
trusted to him by the I'resldent of the United States
agreeably to the constitution relative to the subject
within the scope of said department; ami furthermore,
that the said Secretary shall conduct the business of
the said department In such a manner as the Presi¬
dent of the United States shall from time to time
order and Instruct. And this respondent, further an¬
swering, says that by force of the a< t aforesaid, and
by reason of his appointment aforesaid, the said
Stanton became the principal otllcer in one of the
executive departments of the government, within
the true Intent ofthe second seel Ion of the second arti¬
cle of the constitution of the United States, according
to the true Intent and meaning of that provision of the
constitution of the United States, and in accordance
with the settled and uniform practice of each and
every President of the United States. The said Stan-
ton then became, and so long as he should continue
to hold the office of Secretary for the Department of
War must continue to be. one of the advisers of the
I'resid'-nt or the United States as well as the person
entrusted to act for and represent the Presl.lent in
matters enjoined upon hln or entrusted to him bv the
President touching the department aforesaid, and for
whose conduct In such capacity, subordinate to the
I'resldent, the President is by the constitution and
laws of the United States made responsible.
And this respondent, further answering, sajs he
succeeded to the office of President of the United
States upon and by reason of the death of Abraham
Lincoln, theu I'resldent of the United States, on the
16th day of April, isd5; and the said Edwin M. Stan¬
ton was then holding the said office of Secretary for
the 1 department of War. tinder and bv reason of the
appointment nnd commission aforesaid, and not
having been removed from the said office by this re¬
spondent the said Edwin M. Stanton continued to
hold the same under the appointment ond commis¬
sion aforesaid, at the pleasure of the President,
until tho time hereinafter particularly men¬
tioned, and at no time received, anv ap¬
pointment or commission as above detailed.
And this respondent, further answering, savs that on
ond prior to the fifth dny of August, A. D." 1887, this
respondent, the I'resldent of the United States, re-
sponsible for the conduct of the Secretary for the
Department of War, and having tho constitutional
right to resort to and rely upon the person holding
that office for advice concerning the great and diffi¬
cult public duties enjoined on the President by the
constitution and laws of tho United States, became
sailstled that he could not allow the said Stanton to
continue to hold the office of Secretary for the De¬
partment of War without hazard of the public Inter¬
est. That the relations between thn said Stanton
and the I'resldent no longer permitted the President
to resort to him for advice, or to be, in the Judgment
of the President, safely responsible for his conduct
of thcatralrs of the Department of War as by law
required. In accordance with the orders and In¬
structions of the President, and thereupon by
force or the constitution and laws of tho
United States, which devolve on tho Presi¬
dent the power and the duty to control
the conduct of the business or that executive depart¬
ment of the government, and by reason of the con¬
stitutional duty oi the President to take core that
the laws be faithfully executed, this respondent did
necessarily consider and did det?rmlne that the said
Stanton ought no longer hold the said office of
Secretary for the Department of War. And this re¬
spondent, by virtue of the power and authority
vested In him as President or the United States, by
the constitution and laws of the United States, to give
effect to such his decision and determination did on
the fifth day of August, A. D. 1*07, suldrr. to the said
Ntanton a note, of which tho following is a true
copy:.
Sin. Pnblle ron»Meratlon» of a l>l«h character constrain

me to «ay that your reilznatlon an Secretary of War will be
aooepteu.
To which note tho said Stanton made the followlntr

reply:.
W*n nn-AtuvKXT, WtsntoToji, Ana. 6 1«67

.« g,in,rr'mr,r",'";f "«l»dv »'¦«. ."¦en recclrea Matin,- that
"public cormlitcratlonii of a iiii»n clctracter roiiatraln you to
»*» that mv n«li,n*tion na Secretary of War will bp ao-
r«(,1. reply 1 liare the honor to any that public cn-
iMer.V.ton* hi n 111'.h otmrneter, which alone have ImluciM roe
to COM In 111- at the lieml of 'hh departl! ent. oonntwlii me not
lo r«.*'Rii ttio HfUop of Sectary t>! War h> fort the neit meet¬
ing ot t'uncrcaa. Very respectfully vinirn.

LjnVCf M. RTAXTOH.
Tills nwpomlent, ns president of the United States,

was thereon of opinion that, hawng regard to lite
necessary official relations a id duties of (he Men-
t try/or the Department of War to the President of
>ho United state#, according to the constitu¬
tion and laus of tho United s:ate<, and
having regard to ilte responsibility of tho President
lor the conduct of the said Secretary, and having re-
gtfd to h.c paramount rxc ntlve authori'v of the

Uon and Uwb of toe United States, it was Impossible,
consistent with the public Interests, to allow the said
Stanton to continue to hold the said office of Secre¬
tary for the Department of War, and it then became
the official duty of the respondent, an President of
the united (states, to consider and decide what act or
acta should aad might lawfully be done by him as
President of the United States to cause the said Stan¬
ton to surrender the said office. This respondent
was informed and verily believes that it was prac-

nn?fl& se'Utd by the first Congress of the
I nlted States, and had been so considered,
and uniformly and in great numbers of Instances
acted on by Congress and the President of the United
Mates in succession from President Washington to
and Including President Lincoln, and from the First
Congress to the Thlrty-nlnth Congress, that the con¬
stitution of the United Mutes conferred on the I*resl-
dent, as part of the executive power, and as one of
the necessary means and Instruments of performing
the executive duty, expressly imposed on him by the
constitution, of taking care that the laws be faithfully
executed, the power at any and ail times of removing
from oftlce all executive officers, for cause to be
judged by the President alone. This respondent had,
m pursuance of the constitution, required the
opinion of each principal officer of the ex¬
ecutive departments upon the question of
constitutional executive power and duty, and
had been advised by each of them, including
the said Manton, Secretary for the Department of
»\ ar, that under the constitution of the United States
tills power was lodged by the constitution in the
l resident of the United States, and that consequently
It could be lawfully exercised by him, and the Con-
gress could not deprive him thereof; and tills re¬
spondent, in his capacity of President of the United
States, and because in that capacity he was both
enabled and bound to use Ills best judgment upon
this question, did In good faith, and wltd honest de¬
sire to arrive at the truth, come to the conclusion and
opin on, and did make the sumo known to the hon¬
orable the Senate of the United States, by a message
dated on second day of March, i#07 (a true copy
whereof is hereunto annexed and marked A), that
the power iast mentioned was conferred, ami the
duty of exercising it lu tit ca<es was imiiosed
9.'11. 'he President by tho constitution or the
I nited states, and that the President could not lie
deprived of this power or relieved of tills duty, nor
could the same be vested by law in the President and
the Senate jointly, either In part or in whole; and
this has ever since remained and wits the opinion of
this respondent at the time when he was forced as
aforesaid to consider and deelcle what act or acts
should and might lawfully be done by thlB respon¬
dent, as President of the United States, to cause the
said Stanton to surrender the said omce. This re¬
spondent was also then aware that by the first section
ot an act regulating the tenure of certain civil offices,
passed March 2, 18«7, by a constitutional majority of
both houses of Congress, It was enacted as follows:.
That every pereon holding any civil offlce to which he haa

been appointed by and with the advice and coiiHent of the
Senate, and every person who (hall hereafter be appointed to
any such olllce and shall become duly qualified to art
therein, Is and Khali be entitled to hold Ruch olllce until a sue.
ceaaor ahall have been in like manner appointed and duly
qualified, except as herein otherwise provided: provided that
the Secretaries of State, ot the Treasury, of War, of the Navy
and of the Interior, the Postmaster General and the Attorney
General shall hold their ofllces respectively for and during
the term of the President by whom they may have been ap¬
pointed, and for one month thereafter, subject to removal bv
and with the advice and consent of the Senate.
This respondent was also aware that tills act was

understood and Intended to be an expression of the
opinion of the Congress by which that act was
passed: that the power to remove the Executive
officers for cause might, by law, be taken from the
President and vested in him and the Senate Jolutly;
and although this respondent had arrived at and
still retained the opinion alioveexpressed, and verily
believed, as he still believes, that the ilrst section of
the last mentioned act was, and is, wholly Inoperative
and void, by reason of its conflict with tho constitu¬
tion of tho United States, yet Inasmuch as the same
hail been enacted by the constitutional majority in
each of the two houses of that Congress, this re¬
spondent considered it to be proper to examine and
decide whether the particular case of the said Stan¬
ton, on which It was this respondent's duty to
act, was within or without the terms of that
first section of the act, or ir within It, whether
the President had not the power, according to
the terms of the act, to remove the said Stanton Iroin
the office of Secretary for the Department or War
and having in his capacity of President of the United
States so examined and considered, did form the
opinion that the case of the said Stanton and his
tenure of office were not affected by the first section
of the hist named act. And this respondent, fun her
answering, says, that although a case thus existed
which, In his judgment, as President of tho United
Stales, called for the exercise of the executive power
to remove the said Stanton from the office of secre¬
tary for the Department of War, and although this
respondent was of opinion, as Is above shown, that
under the constitution of the United Slates the
power to remove the said Stanton from the said office
was vested In the President of the United States; nnd
although this respondent whs also of the opinion as
is above shown, that the case of the said Stan¬
ton was not aiTected by the first section of tiie last
named act, and although each of the wild opinions
had been formed by this respondent upon tin actual
case requiring him, In his capacity of President of
the United States, to come to some Judgment und de¬
termination thereon; yet this respondent, President
of the United Stutis, desired mid determined
to avoid, if possible, any question of the construc¬
tion aud effect of the said lirst sec:ion of the last
named act, and also tho broader question of the ex¬
ecutive power conferred on tho Pre'idenr of the
United States by tne constitution of the United Stares
to remove one of the principal officers of one of the
executive departments for cause Kceming to him
suffic ient; and this respondent also desired and de¬
termined that If, from causes over which ho could
exert, no control, it should become absolutely ne-
ce-sary, to raise and have in some way determined
either or both of tho last named questions. It
was in accordance with the constitution of tho United
States, and was required of the President thereby,
that questions of so much gravity and importance
upon which the legislative uti.l executhe de¬
partments of the government had disa¬
greed: which Involved powers considered by all
branches of the government, during its entire his¬
tory down to the year isr,;, to have been confided by
the constitution of tho United Slates to the Presi¬
dent, aud to be necessary for the complete end
proper execution ol Ills constitutional duties, and
should he In some proper way submitted to that Ju¬
dicial department of the government entrusted by
the constitution with tlie power, at^d subjected by it
to the duty, notonb of determining finally the con¬
struction and eitect *i all acts of ('qpgrt ss, but by
comparing them with the const itutioffof the United
States und pronouncing them inoperative wheu
found in conflict with that fundamental law which
the people have enacted for the government of
all their servants; and to these ends, ilrst, that
through the action of the Senate of lie United Stales
the absolute duty of the President to substitute some
(It person in place of Mr. Stanton as one of his ad¬
visers, aud as a principal, subordinate officer, whose
official conduct he was responsible for and had law¬
ful right to control, might. If possible, be accom¬
plished without the necessity of railing any one of
the questions aforesaid; and second. If this duty
could not be so performed, then that these questions
oisuch of them us might necessarily arise, should lie
judicially determined lu the manner aforesaid, and
for no other end or purpose. This respondent, Bs
President of the United States, on the ljth day of
Angust, ls«7, seven days alter the reception of the
letter of the said Stanton, of thestli day of August
hereinbefore stated, did issue to the Mkl Stanton the
order following, viz.:.

F.xrruTivi: Mansion, )
Washi.noto*, Augtut 12, IS67.(

Rin ily virtue of tho power and authority vested In ine as
President by the roimtiiuiioii and law* of the t ulted States,
you an* hereby suspended from ofTce as Kcerctarr of War
ami will ccasu to exereise any and «!l functions pertaining to
the same. Vou will at once transfer lo General I Ivssrs H.
Grant, who bns tills day beep authorized and employed to act
aa Secretary of War <vl interim, ull records, book's, papers
and other public property now In your custody and charse

Tlie Hon. El>W is II. hT^sro>, Srerctary of War.
To which mild order the said Stanton mu>le the

following reply:. W*n Pnr*tiTMitNT, )
Washthotow «,1rv, Auy. 12,1W7.)

8lR--Your note of this date hu hern recel»ed informing
me that liy virtue of the Dowel* vented In you a* i'reslleut
by the constitution aud faw* of llio nit,-a Stair* I am im¬

pended fr m uflice as Secretary of War, and will cease to
exercise any and all function* pertalnlnx to the same, and
alio directing me at once to transfer to om-ral riyn>cs 8.
t.rnnt, who ha* t'.ili day been authorized and emiiowered to
art a* Secrctaiy of War ft tinfer m, all record!, oooka, pa¬
per* aud other public property n> w in my custody and
charge, t'nder a »cn«e of putilic duty I am compel lad to
deny your rlt,bt tinder tlx constitution nnd law* of tlia
tnilcd Plate* without the advice and consent of the
Senate, and without Ifu'l cause to snyiend me frnai
odic* a< Secretary of War, or the exercise of any or all func¬
tion* pertaining to the same, or without such adrice and
consent to compel me lo transfer to any person the records,
book* and paper* and public property In my custody a* Sec¬
retary. Hut inaatntich as the Secretary ha* been appointed
nri t'nUrt ... nn-l baa notified mc tliat he Ins accepted the ap-

Intment, I hare no altero*tlra but to submit under protest
superior force.
To the President.
And this respondent farther answering says:.

That It Is provided In and by the second section of
an act to regulate the tenure of certain civil oUlcers
that the President may suspend un officer from the

K:rformance of the duties of the office held liy him
I r certain causes therein designated until the next
meeting of the Senate nnd until the can* has been
acted on by the Senate; that this respondent, ss
President oi the United States, wan advised and he
verily believed and still believes that the executive
power of removal from ofllt e confldcd to him by the
constitution aforesaid Includes the power of suspen-
si on from office at the pleasure of the President.
And this respondent, by the order aforesaid, did sus¬

pend the salt) Stanton from office, not until the next
meeting of the Senute. or until tbc Senate should
have a' ted upon the ease, but by force of thu power
and authority vested In him by the constitution and
laws of ihe United States Indefinitely and at the plea¬
sure of the President: and the order In form afore¬
said v as made known to the Scnato of thu United
states on the 12th day of December, A. D. ls«7, as

villi lie more fully hereinafter stated. And this re¬
spondent, further answering, says that in und by the
act of February 13,17«ft, It was among other things
provided ami enacted Hint. In ease of vacaucy In the
office of Secretary for the Depaitnant of War, It
shall be lawlul for the President, In ease he shall
ihiiik It necessary, to authorize any person to per¬
forin the duties of that office until a successor In- ap¬
pointed or such vacancy lilted, hut not exceeding the
term of six months; and this lespondent lielng ad¬
vised and believing that such law was in fnll force
and not repealed, by an order dated August 12, 1S'17,
did authorl/* and cmjKiwer Ulysses S. Omul, General
of the Armies of the United Htates, to act as surh
secretary for the Department of W ar ml interim, in
tiie form In which xlmliar authority htul there-
tolore been given, not until the next meeting of
tlir» ,-enate should act on the ci.se, but at the pleasure
m the President, subject only to tue limitation of six
mouths in the said last mentioned act contained, ami
i» c< py of the last nahicd order was made known lo

tic of the I'm i d Ml ;tes uu the 1-th ila\ of lie

cember, A. D. 1867, aa will he hereinafter more IWly
staiod, and in pursuance of tne dealenated intention,
aforesaid, If It should become necessary to submit
the said questions to a judicial determination, I tus
respondent, at or near the date of the last mentioned
order, did make known such to bo his purpose to
obtain a Judicial decision of the said ques¬
tions or such of them as might be neces¬
sary; and tills respondent, further anawer-
iuir, says that la further pursuance of nut
intention and design If possible to perform what h®
pledged to be his Imperative duty, to prevent the said
Edwin M. Stanton from longer holding the office or
the Secretary for the Department of War and at tne
same time avoiding if possible any question respect¬
ing the power of removal from the Executive otneo
contlded to the lYesldent by the constitution of me
United States; utid any question respecting the con¬
struction and effect of the first section of the said
"act regulating the tenure of certain civil officers,
while he should not by any art ol nls abandon aud .

relinquish either a power which he believed the con- '
stltullon had conferred on the President of the
United States to enable liliu to perform the duties of
his office or a power designedly lei t to him by the
first section or the act of Congress last aforesaid.
This respondent did, on the 12th day of December,
1807, transmit to the Senate of the United States a
message, a copy of which Is hereunto annexed and
marked B, wherein he made known the orders afore¬
said and the reasons which had Induced the same, so
far as this respondent then considered It material
and necessary that the same should be set forth, and
reiterated his views concerning the constitutional
power of removal vested In the President, and also
expressed his views concerning the construction of
the said llrst section of the last mc-ntloncd act as
respected the power of the President to removo
the said Stanton from the said office of Secretary
for the Department of War, well hoping that this
respondent could thus perform what he then
believed and still believes to be his Imperative duty
In reference to the said Stanton without derogating
from the powers which this respondent believed
were contlded to the I"resident by the constitution
and laws, and without the necessity of raising Judi¬
cially any question respecting the same. And this
respondent, further answering, says that this hope
not having been realized, the President was com¬
pelled either to allow the said Stanton to resume the
saul otllco and remain therein, contrary to tho set¬
tled convictions of the President, formed as afore¬
said, respecting the powers confided to him and the
duties required of hlin by the constitution of the
United States, aud contrary to the opinion formed
as aforesaid, that the llrst sestloh ol' the last men¬
tioned act did not affect the case of the said Stau-
tou, and contrary to tho fixed belief of the President,
that he c uld no louger advise with or trust, or be
responsible for the said Stanton or the said
oillco of Secretary of War, or else he was compelled
to take such steps as might, In tho Judgment of the
Prosident.be lawful and necessary to raise for a Ju¬
dicial decision tin; questions affecting the lawful right
of the said Stanton to resume the said oillco, or the
power of the said Stanton to persist In refusing to
quit the said office, If he should persist In actually to
quit the same; and to this end only this respondent
did, on the -J 1st day or February, 1868, Issue the or¬
der for the removal or tho said Stanton, In the said
first article mentioned and set rorth, and the order
authorizing the said Lorenzo F. Thomas to act as
Secretary of War ad interim In tho said second article
set forth. Aud this respondent, proceeding to an¬
swer specifically each substantive allegation in tho
said first article, says:.He denies that tho said htan-
tou, on the 2lst day of February, 1868, was lawfully
In possession of the said office ol Secretary for the
Department or War. He denies that the said Stan¬
ton, on the dav last mentioned, was lawfully entitled
to hold the sniid oillee against the will or the Presi¬
dent or the United Slates. lie denies that the said
order Tor the removal of the said Stanton was unlaw¬
fully Issued. He denies that the said order was Issued
wi'h intent to violate the act entitled "An act to reg¬
ulate the tenure of certain civil oillcers." lie denies
that the said order was a violation of the last men¬
tioned act. He denies that tho said order was a vio¬
lation of the constitution of the United States, or or
anv law thereof, or or Ills oath of office. He denies that
the said order was Issued with an intent to vlolato
the constitution of the United States, or any law there¬
of or this respondent's oath or otllce, and he respect-
fullv but earnestly, Insists that not only was it Issued
bv him In the performance of what he believed to be
aii Imperative official duty, but In the porrormance or
what tills honorable court will consider was, in point
of fact an Imperative official duty. And he deutes
that anv and all substantive matter In the said first
article, contained In manner aud form as the same aud
therein stated and set forth, does by law constitute
a high misdemeanor In olllce within the true Intent
and meaning of the constitution of the United Slates.
Ansnwr to Artict** 2..And for answer to the second

article this respondent says that ho admits lie did
Issue aud deliver to said Lorenzo Thomas the said
writing set forth in the said second article, bearing
date at Washington, D. C'., February 21,1808, ad¬
dressed to Brevet Major General Lorenzo Thomas,
Adjutant General United States Army, Wash-ImAon D. 0., and he further admits
that

'
the same was so Issued without

the advice and consent of the Senate of the United
Stales, then in session; but he denies that he there¬
in violated the constitution of the United States, or
any law tthereof, or that he did thereby Intend to
violate the constitution or the United States or the
provisions or any act of Congress; and this respond¬
ent refers to his answer to said first article for a full
BtateiuCDt of the mii'porK'tt and lutoutloiiH with which
said order was issued, aud adopts the same as part
of liis answer to this article; and he further denies
that there was then and then* no vacancy In the said
oillco of Secretary for the Department of War, or
that, he did, then and there, commit or was guilty of
a high misdemeanor In olllce; and this respondent
maintains aud will in.Ut:.First.That at tho date
and delivery of Bald writing thero was a
vacancy existing in tho office of Secre¬
tary for Hie Department or War. Second.
That notwithstanding the Senate of the l nlted Slates
wastlKnin ses dou, it was lawful and according to
long and well established usage to empower and au¬
thorize the said Thomas lo act as Secretary or W ar
ad iatrri.iK Third.That ir t In- s.Jd act regulating the
tenure of civil offices be held to be a valid law, no
provision of the same w as violated by the Issuing of
sa'd erd r, or by the designation of said Thomas to
act as Secretary of War ml interim.^¦ rrr to Aitfv'o 3,-And for answer to said
third article, this respondent say s that he abides by
his answer to said llrst aud second articles In so lar
¦is the "-'inie are responsive to the a.legation* con¬
tained in the said third article; and, without here
azaiti repenting the same answer, P.ruys thefine, be taken as an answer to tnls third
article as fully as If here again set ont at length, and
us to the new allegation contaiued in said third arti¬
cle that tnls respondent did appoint the said Thomas
to be Secretary for the Department of War <vl in-
u-rlm this respondent denies that, he gave nny other
authority to said Thomas than such as appears In
siid written authority set out in sold article, In
which he authorized and empowered said Thomas to
act as Secretary for tho Department of War ad iv-
(trim and he denies that the same amounts to an
appointment, ami insists that it is only u designation
of an officer or Uiat department to act, temporarily
as Secretary for the Department of War an interim
until an appointment should Iks made; but
Whether the said written authority amounts
to any appointment or to a temporary
authority or designation, this respond ntdenies that
in any sense he did thereby Intend M violate Die con¬
stitution ot the United States, or that ho thereby in¬
tended to give the said order the character or iifoct
or an appointment, In the constitutional or legal
sense of tne term. Ho further demon lhat there was
no vacancy In said office or Secretary for the Depart¬
ment of W ar existing at the date of said written au-

to Article 4.-And for answer to said
fourth article this respondent denh s that on the 21st
day of February, Ihps, at Washington aforesaid, or at
any other time or place, he did unlawfully.con¬
spire with the said Lorenzo Thomas, or with the
said Thomas, or any other person or per¬
sons, with intent., by intimidation aud threats
un'awftilly to hinder and prevent the said
Stanton from holding said office of fSecreti.ryfor the Department of tfar, In violation of the Con¬
stitution of the United States, or or tho provisions of
the said act or Congress In said article mentioned, or
that he did then and there commit, or was guilty of
a high crime in office; on the c inlrjry. tlieri Tore,
urotc-'tlug that, the said Stanton was not then and
there lawfully the Secretary of the Department of
W ar . this respondent states that his sole purpose In
authorizing tne said Thomas to act aa secretary for
the Department of W ar ad interim, as Is fully stated

his an-wer to iiie said first article, to bring t,h«
question of the right or the said Siant.n Ui hold said
office.not withstanding the said suspension, and not-
withstanding the said order of removal, and notwith¬
standing the said authority «>t the said rhomas to act
us Secretary of War ao fnferfot.to the test of a final
decision by the Supreme Court of the United states
in the earliest practicable ni«*l<' in which the question
could lie brought l>ef.»re that tribunal, litis re¬
spondent did not conspire or agrc;* *1^ the said
Thomas or anv other persons to u*«» Intimidation oi
threats to hinder or prevent, the t-a.d.Stanton from
holding the said office of Sc reiaiy lor the Depart¬
ment or War; nor did this respondent at any time
command or advise the said 1 human or any other
person or persons to report to or use either threats or
Intimidation tor that purpose. Tho only means in
the contemplation or purpo-o of the rc'pondent to be
nscd are set forth rully In the said orders of tchruary-i the first addressed to Mr. Stanton and the second
to tho said Thomas. By the llrst order the respon¬
dent notified Mr. Stanton that, he was removed
from the t-ald office, and that, hia functions as
Secretary for tho Department of War were
to terminate upon tho receipt of that order.
And he al«o notified the said Stafiton that the said
Thomas had Iwen authorized to act as Secretary for
the Department of War at1 interim, and ordered the
said Stanton to transfer to him a'l IV records, book*,
papers and other public property in his custody ami
charge; and by the socoud order tilts respondent no¬
tified Ihe suhl Thounis of the removal from oflico of
the said Stanton, and authorized him to n< t is Secre¬
tary for the Department of ur ud interim, and di¬
rected htm to Immediately enter upou the discharge
of iiie duties permitting to that, office aud to recclve
the transfer of all fhe records. I.ooks, iiapoM uti't
other public property from Mr. Stanton .tnen in his
rus'odv aud charge. llespoudcnt gave no
Instructions to the said Thomas to use
intimidations or threats to enforce obedi¬
ence to these orders. He gave him no
authority to call in the aid of the military or any
other force to enable him to obtain possession or the
cnicc, or of the books, papers, records or property
thereof. The only agency resorted to. or In ended
to be resorted to, was by means of the t-ald eiecu-
Mve orders requiring obedience? hut the secretary
Tor the Department of War rnfnaod to ols\v these
outers and sMil holds undisturbed possession and
c««tody of that department, ami of the records,
books, papers and other public property therein.
Krsponnent further states that, in execution of the
orders so by this respondent gl\en to the said
TH- :iV". h" UiC aid Tliom.i,.o ddl a nca-e-

fnl manner to demand of the mid Stanton a Barren-
der to htm of the public property In the
said department and to vacate the possession
of the same, and to allow htm, the said Thomas,
peaceably to exercise the duties devolved upon htm
by authority of the President: ttiat as this respond¬
ent has been Informed and believes, the said Stanton
peremptorily refused obedience to the orders so
issued. Upon such refusal no force or threat of
force was used by the said Thomas, by authority of
the President or otherwise, to enforce obedience,
either then or at any subsequent time. This respond¬
ent (loth here except to the sufficiency of the allega¬
tions contained In said fourth article, and states for
Kround of exception that It Is not slated that there
was any agreement between this respondent
and the said Thomas or any other person or persons
to use Intimidation and threats, nor is there any
allegation as to the nature of said luttmldattou and
threats, or that there was any agreement to carry
them into execution, or that any step was taken or
agreed to be taken to carry them into execution;
and that the allegation in said article that the intent
of said conspiracy was to use intimidation and
threats Is wholly Insufficient, inasmuch as it is not
alleged that the sakl Intent formed the basis or be¬
came a part of any agreement between the said
alleged conspirators; and furthermore, that there is
no allegation of any conspiracy or agreement to use
Intimidation or threats.
Answer to Article 5..And for answer to the said

fifth article this respondent denies that on the 21st
day of February, ldfts, or any other time or times la
the same year before the said 2d day of March, 1888,
or at any prior or subsequent time, at Washington
aforesaid, or at any other pTaue, Uils respondent did
unlawfully conspire with the said Thomas, or with
any other person or persons, to prevent or hinder the
execution or the said act, entitled "An act regulating
the tenure of certain civil offices," or that, 111 our-
suance of said alleged conspiracy, lie did unlawfully
attempt to prevent the said Edwin M. Stanton from
holding said office of Secretary for the Depart¬
ment of War, or that he did thereby com¬
mit or that ho was thereby guilty of a
high misdemeanor In office. Respondent,
protesting that said Stanton was not then and there
Secretary of War, begs leave to refer to his answer
given to ihe fourth article and to his answer given
to the llrst article, as to his intent and purpose In
Issuing the orders for the removal of Mr. Stanton and
the authority given to the said Thomas, and prays
equal benefit therefrom as If the same were here
again repeated and fully set forth.
And this respondent excepts to the sufficiency of

the said fifth article, and states his ground for such
exception, that it Is not alleged by what means or by
what agreement, the said alleged conspiracy was
formed or agreed to be carried out, or In what way
the same was attempted to be carried out, or what
were the acts done in pursuance thereof.
Answer to Article 6..Mid for answer to the said

sixth article this respondent denies that on the said
21st day of February, 1888, at Washington aforesaid,
or at any other time or place, he did unlawfully con¬
spire with the said Thomas by force to seize, take or
possess the property of the united States in the De¬
partment of War. contrary to the provisions of the
said acts referred to In the said article, or either of
them, or with intent to violate either of them. Re¬
spondent, protesting that said Stanton was not then
and there Secretary for the Department of War, not
only denies the suit! conspiracy as charged, but also
denies any unlawful Intent in reference to the cus¬
tody and charge of the property of the United States
in the said Department of \\ ar, and again refers to
his former answers for a full statement of his intent
and purpose in .e premises.
Answer to ArlU-le 7..And for answer to the said

seventh article defendant denies that on the said 21st
day of February, Ihoh, at Washington aforesaid, or at
any other time and place, he did unlawfully conspire
with the said Thomas with Intent unlawfully to
seize, take, or possess the properly of the United
States In the Department of War, with In¬
tent to violate, or disregard the said act In the
seventh article referred to, or that ho did then
and there commit a high misdemeanor in office.
Respondent, protesting that the said Stanton was not
then and there Secretary for the Department of War,
again refers to his former answers In so far as they
are applicable to show the Intent with which he pro¬
ceeded In tho premises, and prays equal benefit there¬
from as If the same wore here again fully repeated.
Respondent further takes exception to the sufficiency
of the allegations of tills article as to tho conspiracy
alleged upon the same grounds as stated in the ex¬

ception set forth in Ids answer to said article fourth.
Answer to Article 8..And for answer to the said

eighth article this respondent denies that on tho 21st
day ol February, isi58, at Washington aforesaid, or at
anyptber time and place, he did issue and deliver to
the said Thomas the said letter of authority set forth
in tho said eighth article, with the iutout unlawfully
to control tho disbursements of money appropriated
for the military service and for the Department of
War. This respondent, protesting that there was a
vacancy in i he said office of Secretary for the Depart¬
ment of War, admits that he did Issue the said letter
of authority, and he denies that tho same was with
any unlawful intent whatever either to violate the
constitution of the l'nlt»d States or any act of Con¬
gress: on the contrary this respondent again affirms
that his sole Intent was to vindicate Ills authority
ns President of the United States, and by
peaceful means to bring the question of the
right of the said Stanton to continue to
hold tlw Bald office of Secretary of War to a final
decision before the Supreme Court of tho United
States, as has been hereinbefore set forth, and he
prays the same benefit from his answer In the premi¬
ses as if lite same were hero again repeated at
length.
A umrrr tn Article 0..Anil for answer to the salfl

nlriMi article the respondent states that, on the said
22<l day nf February, 1 stis. Hie following note was ad¬
dressed lo the said Emory by the private secretary of
Hie respondent:.

Extcdtivic Maiwok.)
Wapiti noton, D. <}., Feb. 22, Jm>S. f

CFNrTiAf..Tbe Hnil'lmt dire<t* iu<- to nay that he will
1»' pleased tn b.ive you cnll upon him a* early uk practicable.

KrimoiU'iilly »nl truly yours,
WILLIAM <«. MOORF, United Ftntc* Army.

General Emory called at the Executive mansion
according to this request, Tho object of respondent
was to bendvlsud liy General Emory, as Commander
of iiio Department of Washington, what chances
Jiud been made In the military affairs of the depart¬
ment. Respondent had lieen informed that various
changes had lieen made which in now ise had been
brought to ills notice or reported to hint from the
Department of War or from any other quarter, and
desired to ascertain the fads. After said Emory had
explained In detail Mie changei which had taken
place Bald Emory called the attention of respondent
to a g"iieral orler, which he referred to, and which
this respondent then sent for, when It was produced.
It Is a* follows:.
WAU Di'rABTMFNT, AlMtTTANT f! rNrRAI.'S OrrtCB.)

Waoiinoton, II. <)., March 14,1*87. (
GRNtRAL OBD*H NO. 17.

The following act* of Conrre** are published for the infor¬
mal I. >u unJ covtrnment of all concerned:.

(I'ltblic Document No. 85.)
An art mn'ilnn appropriation* for the »miport of the army

for the year ending June SO, IfctiH, and for other purpose*.
Section 2 And lie It further enacted, that the headquar¬

ter* of the Jen<Tal of the Ariny shall be at the city of Wash¬
ington, and all order* and Instruction* relating to military
operation*, Isxued by tb« President or Secretary of War,
aliall l>e Ismied through the General of the Army, and In case
of hi* inatiillty through the next in rank. The t#cn«r.il of
the Anny shall not be removed, suspended or relieved
from command or assigned to duty elsewhere than at
said hcndriu «r1er*, ejeept at hi* own reioest, without the

frevlous approval of the Senate; and any oriirr* or lustruc-
loos relating to military operation* l«*ued contrary to the

r«*|ulrrm»iit* of till* n-ctlon (hall lie null nmlVoMs and any
oflleet who shall U*ne orders or Inittrui lion* contrary to the
provision* of this section shall be deemed guilt/ of misde¬
meanor In oAmj and any offleer of the ar»iy who Rhall trao*-
n.it, convey or obey unjr ord»r* nr Instruction* so i««ued con¬

trary to the pravlilon* of till* section, knowing that titcb
order* were *o Issued, shall b» liable to Imprisonment for not
less than tiro nor more than twenty year* upon conviction
thereof In any court of competent Jurisdiction.
Approved March 2, 1867. _

Bv order of the SECHFTARY OF WAR.
K'. I». ToWNMMD, AMlntant Adjutant (Jincral.
General Kmory not only <:alle<I the attention or re¬

spondent totnis order, but to the fact that It vu in
conformity with u section contained In an appropria¬
tion act pawed l>> Con«re.«. Respondent, afier read¬
ing tlic order, otwerved:."This In uot In accordance
with the constitution of the L'nl'ed States, which
mnkes m«* Commander-in-Chief of the Army and
Navv. or of the lariRuaire of the commission which
you*hnW." General Kmory then stated that thin
order had met respondent's approval. Respondent
then said, in snbstanee:."Am I to understand that
the rn sirl«'iii of the I'nlted Htntcts eanuot Rive an
order hut through the General-in-Chief, or General
Gratitr* General Hmory airaln reltei a led the state¬
ment i:r I' had met rc'iondcnr* approval,
and it h.< the opinion Fome of the leading
lawyers of the country that fits order was constitu¬
tional. Willi some further conversation respondent
then Inquired tl^e n.nn-s of the law vim who hud
given the opinio"), and he mentioned the names of
two. Respondent then said that the object of the
law very evident, referring to the clause In the
Appropriation act. upon which the order purported
to he hosed. This, nccordlnR to the respondent'*
recollection, w as tho sul*tanc.e of the conversation
with General Kmory. Respondent denies that any
allegations in the said article of any In*'ructions or
declaration given to the said Kmory then or at any

> other time contrary to or In addition lo what Is here¬
inbefore set forth arc true. Respondent denies that
In said conversation with Kmory he had any other
intent than to ex press the opinions then Riven to the
said Kmory; nor did he then or at any time request
or order the said Kmory to disobey any law or any
order Issued In conformity with any law, or intent) to
offer any Inducement to the said Emory to violate
ativ law. What this respondent then said lo General
Kniory was simply the expression of an opinion
which he then fully believed to tie sonnd, and which
ho yet believes to he so, nnd that Is, that by the ex¬
press provisions of the constitution tins respondent,
as President Is made the commander-ln-Chler of the
smiles of the I'nlted Hates, and aa such Is to be
respected, and that his orders, whether Issned
through the War Department or through the General-
in-Chief, or by auy other channel of communication,
ure entitled to respect and obedience: and that such
constitutional power cannot betaken from him by vir¬
tue of any artol Congress. Respondent does,therefore,
deny tlmt by the expression or btjc.1i opmiou he did
commit and wus polity of hlph misdemeanor In office;
ami thus respondent doth fnrthor sav, that the
:<<aid article nine lays no foundation whatever
lor the conclusion stated In the said article,
that the respondent, by reason of the alie¬
nations therein contained, was utility of a
inir misdemeanor In oflic®. In rclercuce to the
statement made by General F.inoiv, that this re¬
spondent had approved of said a t of Congress con¬
tain i.ir the section referrod to, the respondent
admits that Ills formal approval was Riven to, said
*et, but accompanied the same by the follov,Iur
message addressed and sen with the act to the
llouse of Representatives, In wnlcli House the said
aet. orlRinatcd, and from which It came to respon¬
dent
To rut Hots*, n* Rrpcrsr^TATiTts.Thn »rt snllilo'l

"All set iIhiKIiir i|r|imprUlSiii« lor tlie Rapport of the »rmy
ii.t 1* »r:i-1 ,i,(f,l,i. 'U, |'i*, iii.I ri !.ii- i

contain* provision* to whiob I moat call attention. TbeM
prorlalona art- contained In the aecond (action, which In car-
lain caara virtually deprive the Preaklent of hia conatltutlonal
functions aa Couimaiuler-ln-Thief of the army, and In the
alith aeetlon, which denies to ten States 01' tiie L'.! ion their
couatltutlonal right to protect theiiiaelvea In any 'iiuergency
by mentis of their own militia. Thcae proriaiorm art: out or
place In an appropriation, but I am compelled to defeat
toeae necessary appropriation if I withhold my algna-
ture from the act. i*r«»se<l i>y ttieae consideration* I feel
coaatraiiicd to return the bill with my a>i;natiire, ..ut to ac¬

company It with my e.irueat protest againat the section*
whl' h 1 have indicated.
"WAsuiNuro D. C., March 2, listf."
Respondent, therefore, did no more than to ex-

press to said Emory the same opinion which he had
bo expressed to t he House «>f Representatives.
Ansioff to Articie lo..And in answer to the tenth

article and specifications thereon the respondent
sa.ys that on the 11th and l&tli days of August, ill
the year l«6d, a political convention of delegates
from all or most of the States and Territories of tho
Union was held In the elty of Philadelphia, under
the name and style of tlie National Union Conven¬
tion, for the purpose of maintaining and advancing
certain political views and opinions before the peoplo
of the United States, and for their support an<l
adoptlou in the exercise of the constitutional suf¬
frage, In the elections of representatives and dele¬
gate m congress, which were soon to occur In many
of the States and Territories of the Union, which
said convention, in tho course of Its proceedings
and in furtherance of the objects of the same,
adopted a "declaration of principles," and "an ad¬
dress to the people of the Culted States," and ap¬
pointed a committee of two of Its memliers from
eacli State, and of one from each Territory, and otio
from tho District or Columbia, lo wait upou
tho President of the United States and present to
him a copy of the proceeding of the convention;
that oil the 18th day of said month of August th.a
committee waited upon the President of the United
States at the Executive Mnnsion, and was rerelvetl
by him in one of the rooms thereof, and by their
chairman, Hon. Keverdy Johnson, then und now a
Senator of the United States, speaking In their helia!1",
presented a copy of the proceedings of the conven¬
tion and addressed tho President of the United stati a
in a speeeh, of which a copy, according to a pub¬
lished report of the same, and, as the respondent be¬
lieves, substantially a correct report, Is hereto an¬
nexed as a part of this answer and marked "Ex¬
hibit C." That thereupon, und In reply to the ad¬
dress of said committee by their chairman, tills respon¬
dent addressed the said committee so waiting upon
him In one of the rooms of the Executive Mansion,
and this rexpoudent believes that this, Ills address to
said committee. Is the occasion referred to In thetirst
specification of the tenth article, iiut this respondent
does not admit tiiat the passages therein s< t forth an
If extracts from a speech or address of tills respond¬
ent upon such occasion correctly or Justly present hi*
speech or address on such occasion; but on the con¬
trary, this respondent demands and Insists that if
tills honorable court shall deem the said arflole ami
the said lirst spedtlcatlou thereof to contain allega¬
tion of matter cognizable by this honorable court as
a high mi.sdemcuiicr in ottlce within the Intent and
meaning of the constitulton of the United States ami
shall receive or allow proof In support of the same,
that proof shall be required to be made of the actual
speech and address or this respondent on said occa¬
sion, which this respondent denies that said urtlclo
and speclllcatlon contains orcorroctly or justly repre¬
sents.
And Mils respondent further, answering the tenth

article and the specifications thereof, Bays that at
Cleveland, In tlie state of Ohio, and on the third day
of September, In the year lKtm, he was attended by
a large assemblage of his fellow citizens, und in
deference and obedience to tlieir call and demand!
he addressed them upon matters of public and politi¬
cal consideration, and this respondent believes thatt
said occasion and addrees are referred to In tho1
second specification or the tenth article; but this re-i
spondent does not admit that the passages therein!
set forth as If extracts from a speech of this lespon-i
dent on said occasion correctly or Justly present hlsj
speech or address upon s'ald occasion, but on the1
contrary this respondent demands and insists that!
if this honorable court shall deem the Si«l<l^
article and the said second spec licatlon thereof;
to contain allegations of matter cognizable
l>y this honorable court as a high misdemeanor inl
oillce within the Intent and meaning of the constltu-|
tlon of the United States, and sliull receive or allow!
proof in support of tho same, that proof shall boi
required to be made of the actual speech and address*
of this respondent on said occasion, which tills rc-j
spondent denies that said article and specification
contains, or correctly or justly represents; and thatl
this respondent, further answering the tenth article*
and the specifications thereof, says tlmt at St. l.ouis,
in the State of .Missouri, and on the eth day of S p-
tember, in t he year l*o i, he wua attended by a nu¬
merous assemblage of his fellow citizens, and in
deference and obedience to tlieir call und demand
he addressed them upon matters of public
and political consideration, nud this respondent
believes that said occasion and address are referred
to In tho third specification of the tenth article; but
this respondent does not admit that the passage*
therein set forth as if extracts from a speech of tills
respondent on said occasion correctly or justly pre¬
sent his speech or address upon said occasion* but
on the contrary this respondent demands and In¬
sists that if this honorable court shall deem the said!
article and the said tlilrd specification thereof to
contain allegations of matter cognizable by this
honorable court as a high misdemeanor In office
within the intent and meaning of the constitution
of the United States, and shall receive or allow,
proor in support of the same, that proof shall be
required to be made of the actual speech
and address of this respondent on said occasion,
which lliis respondent denies that the said
article and specification contains or correc'Iy or

justly represents; and this respondent, lint .er an-,
swerlng the tenth article, protesting that he has nob
been unmindful of tho high duties of his oilltv; or of]
the harmony or courtesies which ought to exist an:l
be maintained between tho executive a id legisla¬
tive branches of the government of the United States,
denies that he lias ever intended or destined to set
aside the right nil authority or powers of Congress, ori
attempted to bring into disgrace, ridicule, hatred,,
contempt or reproach the Cougnss of the United!
States or either branch thereof, or to Impair or destroy]
the regard or respect or all or any of the go»dl
people oft he lulled States for the CongresHor tli«
rightful legislative power thereof; or to excite tho
odium or resentment of all or any of the good peoplo
of the United States against Congress and the laws
by It duly and constitutionally enacted. This re¬
spondent furtner savs that at all times he liiis m hi»
official acts ns President recognized the authority of
the several Congresses or the United states as consti¬
tuted and organized during his administration or tho
office of President of the United States. And this re¬

spondent, further answering, says Uiat lie has
from tttno to time, under his constitutional right
and duty as President of the United States,
communicated to Congress his views a«i<L
opinions in regard to such acts or resolutions
thereof, xs being submitted to lilin as President
of the United states, In pursuance of the constitu¬
tion, seemed to this respondent to require such com¬
munication, and he has from time to time, In tho
exercise or that freedom or speech which belongs to
him as a citizen ot tho United States, and in his po¬
litical relations as President of the United Statee to
the people or the United States, is, upon tit occasions,!
a duty of the highest obligation, expressed to his
rellow citizens his views and optulons respecting the
measures und proceedings or Congress; and that in
such addresses to his rellow citizens, and In such hl»
Communications to Congress, he has expressed his
views, opinions and Judgment or and concerning ttio
actual constitution or the two houses oi Congress,
without representation therein of certain Slates of
the I'nlun, and the effect that, in wisdom amv
Justice, and In the opinion and Judg¬
ment of this respondent, Congress, In iu»
legislation aud proceedings should give to this poli¬
tical circumstance, and whatsoever he has tl.us
communicated to Congress or addressed to his
leliow citizens or any assemblage thereof, this re¬

spondent savs was and Is within and according to
his right and privilege as on American citizen and
his rluht and duty as President or the I nlted Hates.
And tins respondent, not waiving or at all disparag¬
ing his right or freedom or opinion and of freetiom of
speech, as hereinbefore or hereinafter more par¬
ticularly set rorth, but claiming and Insisting upon
the same, further answering the-aid tenth article,
savs thai the views and opinions expressed by this
respondent in his said addresses to the assemblages
or his rellow citizens, as In said article or In tins
answer thereto mentioned, are not and were mrt In¬
tended to lie other or different from those expressed
by him in his communications to Congress; th it
the eleven Stales lately in Insurrection never had
ceased to bp states of the Union, and that they were
then entitled to representation In Congress by loyal
Kepresentatives and Senators, as fully as the other
States of the Union: and that consequently the Con¬
gress, as then constituted, was not In fact a Congress
of all the States, but a Congress of only a pai t of tlie.
States. Tills respondent always protesting aifalnsfc
the unauthorized exclusion therefrom ot the sunt
eleven state-, nevertheless gave hi* assent to all law*
passed by said Congress which did not in his opinion
and judgment violate the constitution, exercising
ills constitutional authority of returning bills to saut
Congress with his objections when they appeared to
him to be unconstitutional or Inexpedient, And
further this respondent has also expressed this
opinion, both in his communications to Congress
and in ids addresses to the people, that the policy
adopted by Congress In reference to the states uteiy
In insurrection did not tend to peace, harmony or.
union, but, on the contrary, did tend to disunion apiV
the permanent disruption of the states; and that in;
followlmr Its Mid policy iaws had Is-en passed br
Congress in violation of the fundamental principle®!
of tlie government, and which tended to consollda-.
tion and despotism: and such being his deliberate
opinions, he would have felt himself unmindful of
the hnrii duties of his oillceiriie had railed to expres*
them ill "is communications to Congress or in his
addresses to the people when called upon by them
express his opinions on matters of public and politi¬
cal consideration. And this respondent, further
answering t no tenth article, e»>< tnat lie na*
alwavs i tainted and insisted, and now ciamiis
and insists, that both In his personal anil pri¬
vate capacity of a citizen of tne_U»jted.states,
and in tlie polttical relations of the President or tlie

United States to the people or the i n1"*'
whose servant tinder the duties and' Jj*or the constitution or the united Stattt J r'm i7n
or the United states Is, andI »hoiuld al!**£. nw»«in,
this respondent, had and has tBe fjill rlgot and in
his oillce ol President of the United Stat s is held to

the high duty of forming and'

duty to form, and, on fit occasions.
oolniens of and concerning the public chitractef,
and conduct, view-, purposes, obJefiS, JM»«
and tendencies of all men engaged in the outN
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